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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Daryl Erskine Jenkins appeals his jury conviction and resulting
sentence for possession of cocaine base with the intent to distribute,
inviolation of 21 U.S.C.A. § 841 (West 1999). We affirm.

Jenkins' attorney has filed a brief in accordance with Andersv.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), raising the sole issue of whether the
district court erred in denying Jenkins Fed. R. Crim. P. 29 motion for
judgment of acquittal. Jenkins has filed a pro se supplemental brief
raising three issues that were not asserted in the district court.

When amotion for judgment of acquittal is based on the claim that
the evidence was insufficient, this Court reviews the denia under the
sufficiency of the evidence standard. See United States v. Romer, 148
F.3d 359, 364 (4th Cir. 1998), cert. denied, 525 U.S. 1141 (1999). In
reviewing the sufficiency of the evidence, this Court considers
whether, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the gov-
ernment, there was evidence such "that a reasonable finder of fact
could accept as adequate and sufficient to support a conclusion of a
defendant's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt." United Statesv. Bur-
qos, 94 F.3d 849, 862 (4th Cir. 1996). We find the evidence was suffi-
cient for ajury to find Jenkins possessed the crack cocaine for
distribution.

Our review of the claimsraised in Jenkins pro se supplemental

brief that his stop and arrest violated the Fourth Amendment, that the
district court improperly admitted drugs into evidence, and that he
was improperly sentenced, reveals no plain error. See United States
v. Olano, 507 U.S. 725, 733-37 (1993) (limiting court of appeals
review of claims raised for first time on appeal for plain error).

Pursuant to Anders, this court has reviewed the record for potential
error and has found none. Therefore, we affirm Jenkins' sentence and
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conviction. This court requires that counsel inform his client, in writ-
ing, of hisright to petition the Supreme Court of the United States for
further review. If the client requests that a petition be filed, but coun-
sel believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then counsel may
move this court for leave to withdraw from representation. Counsel's
motion must state that a copy thereof was served on the client. We
dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and argu-
ment would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



